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DETAILED ACTION 
Finality 

1. Applicant correctly argues that Wattenbarger teaches away 
from using a stored corporate dialer identifier in the manner 
recited in the pending claims. Although Wattenbarger teaches a 
corporate dialer to be used in the event that a name included in 
the subscriber's record is not detected, Wattenbarger fails to 
teach storing a corporate dialer identifier that identifies the 
corporate dialer. As opposed to storing a corporate dialer 
identifier in the subscriber record, Wattenbarger prompts the 
subscriber for an identifier that identifies the corporate 
dialer. Hence the finality of the last action is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

3. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
According to MPEP 2106, data structures not claimed as embodied 
in computer- readable media are descriptive material per se 
causing functional change in the computer. See, e.g., Warmerdam, 
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33 F.3d at 1361, 31 USPQ2d at 1760 (claim to a data structure 
per se held non-statutory) Such claimed data structures do not 
define any structural and functional interrelationships between 
the data structure and other claimed aspects of the invention 
which permit the data structure's functionality to be realized. 
In contrast, a claimed computer-readable medium encoded with a 
data structure defines structural and functional 
interrelationships between the data structure and the computer 
software and hardware components which permit the data 
structure's functionality to be realized, and is thus statutory. 

Similarly, computer programs claimed as computer listings 
per se, i.e., the descriptions or expressions of the programs, 
are not physical "things." They are neither computer components 
nor statutory processes, as they are not "acts" being performed. 
Such claimed computer programs do not define any structural and 
functional interrelationships between the computer program and 
other claimed elements of a computer which permit the computer 
program's functionality to be realized. In contrast, a claimed 
computer-readable medium encoded with a computer program is a 
computer element which defines structural and functional 
interrelationships between the computer program and the rest of 
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the computer which permit the computer program's functionality 
to be realized, and is thus statutory. Accordingly, it is 
important to distinguish claims that define descriptive 
material per se from claims that define statutory inventions. 

Claim 31 recites a digital data storage media comprising a 
record wherein the record comprises identifiers and an entry. 
The claimed data storage media has no functional 
interrelationship between itself and other claimed aspects of 
the invention and does not recite any post -computer process 
activity or pre-computer process activity. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Furman et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,018,568 
(hereinafter Furman) in view of Hanson, U.S. Patent No. 
5,802,149 (hereinafter Hanson). 
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Regarding claim 1, Furman discloses a voice dialing system 
for use with the Internet, the system comprising: 

a data storage device (204) for storing voice dialing 
subscriber records, at least one of said voice dialing 
subscriber records including a plurality of names, a telephone 
number being associated with each of said names (col. 1, lines 
55-60) ; 

a first computer system (101) coupling a voice dialing 
subscriber to the Internet, a second computer system (102) 
coupled to the Internet, the second computer system including 
means for updating a voice dialing information received from the 
subscriber via the Internet (col, 3, lines 32-40). 

Furman discloses a telephone station (104) and all 
telephone used in making phone calls are coupled to a telephone 
switch. Therefore Furman teaches the claimed telephone switch, 

Furman also teaches means for generating a telephone number 
corresponding to speech coupled to the telephone switch, the 
second computer system, and the data storage device (col. 2, 
lines 20-30) . 

Furman' s voice dialing device reads on the claimed second 
computer because the voice dialing device is functionally 
equivalent to the second computer. Like the claimed second 
computer, the voice dialing device is coupled to the internet 
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and voice dialing device includes means for updating a voice 
dialing subscriber record in response to voice dialing 
information received from the subscriber via the internet (see 
col . 3 , lines 32-40) . 

Furman does not disclose a corporate dialer identifier that 
identifies a corporate dialer to be used in the event that a 
name included in the subscriber's record is not detected in 
speech received in regard to a voice dialing call. However 
Hanson discloses this limitation (column 4) . Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Furman with the corporate 
dialer identifier taught by Hanson. This modification allows a 
subscriber voice dialing record to be updated as suggested by 
Hanson (column 2) . 

Regarding claim 2, see col. 2, lines 20-30 and col. 3, 
lines 32-60 of Furman. 

6. Claims 3-8 and 16-19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Furman in view of Hanson in further view 
of McAllister et al, U.S. Patent No. 5,991,364 (hereinafter 
McAllister) . 
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Regarding claim 3, Furman discloses means for generating a 
speech recognition model from the name of the party included in 
the received text information (col. 4, lines 8-17), Furman does 
not disclose the generated speech recognition model is a speaker 
independent model. "Official Notice" is taken that generating a 
speaker independent speech recognition model is both old and 
well known in the art, therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to further modify Furman combined with Hanson with 
generating a speaker independent speech recognition model. This 
modification, allows stored text names to be matched with voiced 
names regardless of the speaker as suggested by McAllister 
(columns 3-6) . 

Regarding claim 4, see unit 102 from Furman. 

Regarding claims 5-7 see column 9 of McAllister. 

Regarding claim 8, see col. 4, lines 8-17 of Furman. 

Regarding claim 16, Furman discloses a method of 
implementing a voice dialer, comprising: 

receiving first text corresponding to a first name via the 
Internet (col. 3, lines 32-60); 
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generating a first speech recognition model from said first 
text and storing the first speech recognition model in a storage 
device (col. 4, lines 8-17); 

storing the first speech recognition model as part of a 
voice dialing subscriber record, said voice dialing subscriber 
record including a plurality of names, at least one telephone 
number associated with each name (col. 1, lines 55-60); 

associating, in the storage device, a first telephone 
number with the first speech recognition model (col. 4, lines 
32-50) . 

Furman does not disclose a secondary voice dialer 
identifier that identifies a secondary dialer to be used in the 
event that a name included in the subscriber's record is not 
detected as part of a voice dialing operation in speech received 
from a user of said subscriber record. However Hanson discloses 
this limitation (column 4) . Therefore it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Furman with the corporate dialer identifier 
taught by Hanson. This modification allows a subscriber voice 
dialing record to be updated as suggested by Hanson (column 2) . 
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Furman also fails to disclose the generated speech 
recognition model is a speaker independent model. "Official 
Notice" is taken that generating a speaker independent speech 
recognition model is both old and well known in the art, 
therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to further modify 
Furman combined with Hanson with generating a speaker 
independent speech recognition model. This modification allows 
stored text names to be matched with voiced names regardless of 
the speaker as suggested by McAllister (columns 3-6) . 

Regarding claims 17-19, see col. 3, lines 32-40 and col. 4, 
lines 8-17 of Furman. 

7. Claims 9-15 and 20-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Furman combined with Hanson and 
McAllister in further view of Beswick et al , U.S. Patent No. 
6,462,616 (hereinafter Beswick). 

Regarding claim 9, Furman combined with Hanson and 
McAllister does not disclose the subscriber record includes a 
plurality of telephone numbers associated with a name of a party 
or individual, a telephone number identifier being associated 
with each one of said plurality of telephone numbers. However 
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Beswick discloses this limitation (see Figure 7) . Therefore it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to further modify Furman 
combined with Hanson and McAllister with a system wherein the 
subscriber record includes a plurality of telephone numbers 
associated with a name of a party or individual, a telephone 
number identifier being associated with each one of said 
plurality of telephone number as taught by Beswick, This 
modification allows for a subscriber record to store both an 
ordinary telephone number and a mobile telephone number for a 
single entry. 

Regarding claim 10, see Beswick, Figure 8. 

Regarding claim 11, see Beswick, 506. 

Regarding claim 12, see Furman, col. 2, lines 60-67. 

Regarding claim 13, see Beswick, col. 2, lines 15-25. 

Regarding claim 14, see Furman, 102. 

Regarding claim 15, see column 9 of McAllister. 



Regarding claim 20, as applied in claim 18, the combination 
of Furman, Hanson and McAllister discloses generating first 
speaker independent speech recognition model from a first text. 
This combination does not show generating a second model from 
second text corresponding to a second name, the second name 
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being a nick-name of a party or individual identified by the 
first name and storing the second model in the storage device, 
the second model being associated with the first telephone 
number. However Beswick discloses this limitation (see Figure 8, 
814) . Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further 
modify Furman combined with Hanson and McAllister with the 
nickname taught by Beswick. This modification allows a user to 
associate a telephone name and number with an alias. 

Regarding claim 21, see Beswick, col. 1, lines 46-52. 
Regarding claim 22, see Beswick, Figure 7. Beswick' s 
company reads on the claimed text telephone number identifier. 
Regarding claims 23 and 24, see Beswick, col. 2, lines 15- 

25. 

Regarding claim 25, see Beswick, col. 2, lines 15-25 and 
col. 5, lines 1-10. 

Regarding claim 26, see Beswick, col. 5, lines 1-10 and 
Figures 7 and 8 . 

Regarding claim 27, see Furman col. 2, lines 60-65 and col. 
3, lines 35-40. 
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Regarding claim 28, Furman combined with Hanson, Beswick 
and McAllister teaches a personal identification number (see 
Furman, col. 2, lines 60-65). Furman combined with Beswick does 
not teach the personal identification number is a telephone 
number associated with the user of the computer system. 
"Official Notice" is taken that using a telephone number 
associated with the user of the computer system as a personal 
identification number is both well known and old in the art. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to further modify 
Furman combined with Hanson, McAllister and Beswick with a 
system wherein the personal identification number is a telephone 
number associated with the user of the computer system. This 
modification allows the user of the computer system to use easy 
to remember digits as a personal identification number. 

Regarding claim 29, see Beswick, Figure 7. 

Regarding claim 30, see Beswick, col. 6, line 58 to col. 7, 
line 3 and column 7, lines 46 to 52. Also see Furman, col. 2, 
lines 20-30. Also see columns 3-6 of McAllister. 

Regarding claim 31, Furman discloses a digital data storage 
media, comprising: 
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a first voice dialing record corresponding to a first voice 
dialing service subscriber, the first voice dialing record 
including a first subscriber identifier associated with a voice 
dialing service subscriber (col. 2, lines 60-67), a first 
calling entry, the first calling entry including first text 
corresponding to a first name (col. 3, lines 32-60), a first 
speech recognition model for recognizing speech corresponding to 
said first name (col. 4, lines 8-17); a first telephone number 
associated with said first name (col. 4, lines 32-50), 

Furman does not disclose a corporate dialer identifier that 
identifies a corporate dialer to be used in the event that a 
name in the first voice dialing record is not detected as part 
of a voice dialing operation in speech received from a user of , 
said subscriber record. However Hanson discloses this limitation 
(column 4) , Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Furman with the corporate dialer identifier taught by 
Hanson, This modification allows a subscriber voice dialing 
record to be updated as suggested by Hanson (column 2) . 

Furman combined with Hanson does not disclose the generated 
speech recognition model is a speaker independent model. 
"Official Notice" is taken that generating a speaker independent 
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speech recognition model is both old and well known in the art, 
therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the 
combination of Furman and Hanson with generating a speaker 
independent speech recognition model. This modification allows 
stored text names to be matched with voiced names regardless of 
the speaker as suggested by McAllister (columns 3-6) . 

Furman combined with Hanson and McAllister does not 
disclose a first telephone number identifier associated with the 
first telephone number. However Beswick discloses a first 
telephone number identifier associated with a first telephone 
number (see Company, Figure 7) , Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the combination of Furman, 
Hanson, McAllister and Beswick with a first telephone number 
identifier associated the first telephone number as taught by 
Beswick. This modification allows a user to store a company name 
along with an entry as suggested by Beswick (col. 2, line 21) . 

Regarding claim 32, see Beswick, col. 2, lines 15-25. 
Regarding claim 33, see Beswick Figure 8. Also see col. 7, 
lines 46-52. Furthermore see McAllister, columns 3-6. 
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Regarding claim 34, the combination of Furman, Hanson, 
McAllister and Beswick discloses the first and second telephone 
number identifiers are names of locations (see Beswick, col. 2, 
lines 15-25) . Furman combined with Hanson, McAllister and 
Beswick does not disclose the first subscriber identifier is a 
telephone number associated with the first subscriber. "Official 
Notice" is taken that using a telephone number associated with 
the first subscriber as a personal identification number is both 
well known and old in the art. Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the combination of Furman, 
Hanson, McAllister and Beswick with a system wherein the 
personal identification number is a telephone number associated 
with the first subscriber. This modification allows the first 
subscriber to use easy to remember digits as a personal 
identification number. 

Claims 35 and 36 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 

31. 

Regarding claims 3 7 and 38, see Figure 7 from Beswick. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claim 40 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
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form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

9, Applicant's arguments have been considered but are deemed 
to be moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Olisa 
Anwah whose telephone number is 703-305-4814. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8.30 AM to 6 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Fan Tsang can be 
reached on 703-305-4895. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
are 703-872-9314 for regular communications and 703-872-9314 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 
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Olisa Anwah 
Patent Examiner 
May 14, 2004 




